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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1 and 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Ashley. 

Ashley teaches a frame saw system comprising a plurality of space apart, 
substantially parallel blades, 70, connected to a frame, 25, and at least one support 
structure, 27, 28, 71 , which are tensioning rods, (col. 2, lines 68-72), supplied 
perpendicularly across the blades and adhering to at least one of the blades in fixed 
relative position, clamps, which contact the two outermost blades, wherein the clamps 
comprise a plate, 41a, 42a, bolts, 53a tightened against the plate, (col. 3, liens 41-50), 
spacers located longitudinally between the blades, wherein the support structure is 
capable of being removed from the frame saw system as the blades are engaged in 
cutting. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3,4,9 and 37-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ashley in view of Lin 

Ashley teaches all the limitations of the claims except for the blades comprising 
super abrasive containing segments, and the support structure comprising a polymeric 
foam including material selected from the group consisting of a polyurethatne, a 
polyethylene, and a polystyrene. Lin teaches blades comprising super abrasive 
segments, 26, (col. 9, lines 34-48). It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to provide the tool of Ashley with super 
abrasive segments, as taught by Lin, in order to enhance the saw capabilities. It would 
have been further obvious to provide the tool of Ashley with the spacers of the support 
structure being made of a polymeric foam including material selected from the group 
consisting of a polyurethatne, a polyethylene, and a polystyrene, as an obvious matter 
of design choice. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 2 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/31/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

It appears that you are claiming method steps in your apparatus claims. The 
Ashley reference teaches a support structure, 27,28,71, that is supplied perpendicularly 
across the blades, and that adhere to at least one of the blades for keeping the blades 
in a fixed relative position. The added limitation of the support structure being applied in 
a fluidic form is a method step. The method of applying/attaching the support structure 
does not hold any patentable weight in an apparatus claim. Also, the limitation of 
removing or pulling away the support structure doesn't hold patentable weight in the 
apparatus claim. When the blades are not engaged in cutting, then the support 
structure is still attached to the frame saw, which is taught by Ashley. The spacers, 71 , 
of Ashley are a part of the support structure. It is known in the art to provide the 
spacers in between the blades in order to keep the blades in the fixed relative position. 
It is also known in the art to construct the spacers out of different material, and therefore 
to construct them spacers out of a polymeric foam, would be an obvious matter of 
design choice. If one were to construct the spacers of Ashley out of a polymeric foam, 
then the support structure of Ashely would comprise a polymeric foam. 

The Examiner suggest possible claim limitations for claims 1 and 38. 
In claim 1 , it is suggested to amend the claim along the lines of 
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"at least one fluidic support structure of unifying material supplied perpendicularly 
across the blades and adhering to at least one of the blades for keeping the blades in 
fixed realtive positions; 

the fluidic support structure curing to form a cohesive mass bonding to at least 
one of the blades;" 

In claim 38 

"at least one fluidic support structure of unifying material supplied perpendicularly 
across the blades and adhering to at least one of the blades for keeping the blades in 
fixed relative positions wherein the support structure comprises a polymeric foam which 
is cured to form a cohesive mass bonding to at least one of the blades:" 

The Examiner also suggest that the limitation of the support structure being 
"capable of" being removed or pulled away from the frame saw system as the blades 
are engaged in cutting, be added into the claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SHANTESE MCDONALD whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-4486. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Hail can be reached on (571) 272-4485. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



S.L.M. 

November 13, 2008 
/Joseph J. Hail, III/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3723 



